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DETAILED ACTION 



1. 



This office action is in response to communication filed on 3/16/201 1 . 



2. 



Claims 1-48 are presented for examination. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 



3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21 (2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

4. Claims 1 -5, 8-1 4, 18-21, 23-28, 31 -33, 37-41 , 46-47 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Doctorow et al (2005/0131721 hereinafter 
Doctorow). 

With respect to claims 1 , 4, 8-1 3, 1 9, 23-27, 31 -33, 41 , Doctorow teaches 
methods and system for automatically classifying, by a processor content perceived by 
a sharing user (i.e. classifying the user in area of interest)(paragraph 0036); 
determining, by a processor, a set of recipient candidates likely to be interested in the 
content based upon classification of the content and prior sharing activity of the 
recipients to content of the same or similar classification and presenting to the sharing 
user one or more members of the set of recipient candidates for sharing the content 
being perceived by the sharing user based upon passive personalization(i.e. the user is 
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presented with a list of subscribers/buddies with similar interests)(step 28); updating the 
sharing list (i.e. user's interest list is updated)(paragraph 0056). 

With respect to the newly amended feature of determining whether the content 
has been previously shared by the sharing user; presenting, to the sharing user, a 
visual representation indicating that the content has been previously shared when the 
content is determined to be previously shared (i.e. maintaining a record of previous 
information provided to a particular user from another user and whether the provided 
information was used or discarded) (paragraph 0020). 

With respect to claims 2-3, Doctorow teaches wherein the content comprises 
Internet online content (see paragraph 0063). 

With respect to claims 5, 28 Doctorow further teaches determining the set of 
recipient candidates comprises doing so based upon information made available by a 
potential recipient (i.e. subscriber information is supplied based on their search or 
viewing habits)(see Figure 3A). 

With respect to claim 14, Doctorow further sharing the content using at least one 
of an instant message, a chat room and an e-mail message (i.e. see paragraph 0058). 

With respect to claims 18, 37, Doctorow further teaches classifying the content 
comprises identifying a change in the content and determining a set of recipient 
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candidates comprises determining a set of recipient candidates based upon the 
changed content (i.e. changing the category will lead to a change in the buddy list). 

With respect to claims 20-21 , 46-47 Doctorow teaches determining if the content 
is shareable and sending an indication such as a visual indication (i.e. a signal to user A 
that the content is shareable)(paragraph 0077). 

With respect to claims 38-40, Doctorow further teaches storing the set of 
recipients as a sharing list and retrieving and updating the sharing list (see adding 
updating and storing buddy list on paragraph 0056). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 6-7, 1 5-1 7, 22, 29-30, 34-36, 42-45 and 48 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Doctorow in view of Official Notice. 

Claims 6, 29 further teaches determining the set of recipient candidates 
comprises doing so based upon active manipulation by the sharing user. Doctorow 
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teaches the user supplying their personal information (paragraph 0040). Doctorow is 
silent as the sharing user supplying the information on the recipient candidates. Official 
Notice is taken that it is old and well known for users to supply the e-mail addresses of 
their friends of families who might have similar interests as they do. Example, friends 
referring friends. It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of Applicant's invention to have included determining the set of recipient 
candidates comprises doing so based upon active manipulation by the sharing user in 
order to easily and effectively determine who will be interested in the information. 

Claims 15-17, 34-36, 42-44 further recite receiving an online presence status for 
one or more members of the set of recipient candidates and presenting to the sharing 
user one or more communication options for sharing the content with a recipient 
candidate based upon the online presence status of the recipient candidate. Official 
Notice is taken that it is old and well known to determine when other subscribers 
(buddies) are online in order to present the information. It would have been obvious to 
a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of Applicant's invention to have included 
receiving an online presence status for one or more members of the set of recipient 
candidates and presenting to the sharing user one or more communication options for 
sharing the content with a recipient candidate based upon the online presence status of 
the recipient candidate in order to obtain the above mentioned advantage. 
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Claim 45 is similar in scope as claim 14 rejected above and therefore is rejected 
under similar rationale. 

Claims 7, 30 further recites the set of recipient candidates being supplied by a 
third party. Official notice is taken that it is old and well known to delegate 
responsibilities and duties to a third party. For example, collector's agency for collecting 
late/unpaid payments. It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of Applicant's invention to have included the set of recipient candidates 
being supplied by a third party in order to achieve the above mentioned advantage. 

Claims 22, 48 further recite sending an audible indication that the content is 
shareable. Doctorow teaches visual display of the shareable content (i.e. a signal to 
user A that the content is shareable)(paragraph 0077). Doctorow doesn't specifically 
teach the indication being audible. Official Notice is taken that it is old and well known 
to provide a noise or sound to be heard in order to alert the users. For example, hazard 
weather alert while watching a TV show. It would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of Applicant's invention to have included the indication 
being audible in order to achieve the above mentioned advantage. 

Response to Arguments 
7. Applicant's arguments filed 3/1 6/201 1 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 
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Applicant argues that Doctorow doesn't teach of determining whether the content 
has been previously shared by the sharing user; presenting, to the sharing user, a 
visual representation indicating that the content has been previously shared when the 
content is determined to be previously shared. The Examiner disagrees with Applicant 
because Doctorow teaches on paragraph 0020 maintaining a record of previous 
information provided to a particular user from another user. Therefore, contrary to 
Applicant's arguments Doctrow teaches recording previous information shared/provided 
to another user. 

8. Applicant argues that Doctorow doesn't teach "determining a set of recipient 
candidates likely to be interested in the content based upon the classification of the 
content and prior sharing activity of the recipients with respect to content of the same or 
similar classification," because according to Applicant the commonality in Doctorow is 
simply determined based on a number of occurrences of a user accepting or rejecting 
information. The Examiner wants to point out that in Doctorow, that the information 
shared as taught by paragraph 0020 and what information is being accepted or rejected 
is recorded in order to classify the users with respect to similar interests and 
classification (paragraphs 0044 0057 and 0060). 

9. With respect to the Official Notice taken, the Examiner has provided examples of 
the well known facts and Appellant hasn't provided a proper challenge that would at 
least cast reasonable doubt that the known facts weren't known prior to Applicant's 
invention. See MPEP 2144.03. 
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Conclusion 

1 0. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Point of contact 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to RAQUEL ALVAREZ whose telephone number is 
(571)272-6715. The examiner can normally be reached on 9:00-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Namrata (Pinky) Boveja can be reached on (571)272-8105. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Raquel Alvarez/ Raquel Alvarez 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3682 Primary Examiner 

Art Unit 3682 

/R. A./ 
5/18/2011 



